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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 7(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on July 2, 
2009 has been entered. Applicant amended claims 1, 3-12, 14-15, 17-26, 28-29, and 
31-42. Claims 1, 3-15, 17-29, and 31-42 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 15 and 17-28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing 
to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. Independent claim 15 recites "a machine 
readable storage medium comprising processor-executable program instructions that 
when executed by a processor....", this embodiment of an article does not have support 
in the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3-8, 15, 17-22, 29, and 31-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Schwarzhoff (US 6,591,260) in view of Nichols (US 
2003/0055652). 

Referring to claim 1 . Schwarzhoff discloses a computer implemented method of 
integrating a new source of supply into an electronic purchasing process comprising: 

initiating an electronic purchasing process on a purchasing computer system 
having an internal contact directory of supplies and information related to suppliers, 
wherein the internal contact directory is hosted by a service provider of the purchasing 
computer system (Schwarzhoff: abstract, figure 3, and column 7, line 49 - column 8, 
line 36 disclosing an entity manger (i.e. internal contact directory) for managing trading 
partners (e.g. suppliers)); 

Schwarzhoff discloses the above but does not expressly disclose a user 
interface. Nichols discloses a method of integrating suppliers into an electronic 
purchasing process including: 

providing, as part of the initiated electronic purchasing process, a sourcing 
graphical user interface on a display device of the purchasing computer system, the 
sourcing graphical user interface having a first area to enter, as a source of supply in 
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the electronic purchasing process, a supplier including in the internal contact directory, 
the sourcing graphical user interface further having a second area to initiate a search for 
additional suppliers not included in the internal contact directory, the second area 
including a listing of at least one external contact directory of suppliers, each of the at 
least one external contact directory being hosted by an external service provider that is 
not the service provider of the purchasing computer system and the internal contact 
directory (Nichols: figures 1 and 10 disclosing public and private directories for trading 
partners available via a GUI). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of applicant's invention to have combined the known method disclosed by 
Schwarzhoff disclosing an entity manager for managing trading partners with the known 
method of a GUI for managing business suppliers disclosed by Nichols because it is 
merely combining known techniques to yield a predictable result. Such combination is 
rendered obvious under KSR. See KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1741, 82 USPQ2d at 1396. 

The examiner notes that the "areas" of the Ul are merely directed towards the 
display of data and where the printed matter is not functionally related to the substrate, 
the printed matter will not distinguish the invention from the prior art in terms of 
patentability. The critical question is whether there exists any new and unobvious 
functional relationship between the printed matter and the substrate- In re Gulack, 217 
USPQ 401 (Fed. Cir. 1983), In re Ngai, 70 USPQ2d (Fed. Cir. 2004), In re Lowry, 32 
USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994); MPEP 2106.01 II 

upon receiving a user selection of one of the listed at least one external contract 
directory, establishing electronic communication, by the purchasing computing system, 
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with the selected external contact directory, and receiving information from the selected 
external contact directory to provide, on the display device of the purchasing computing 
system, a display of a directory of the suppliers in the selected external contact directory 
(Schwarzhoff: figure 3, elements 306 LDAP lookup service and 308 directory service 
disclosing searching a directory distinguished names (e.g. trading partner name)); 

upon receiving, at the purchasing computing system, a user selection of one of 
the suppliers included in the selected external contact directory, sending an electronic 
request from the purchasing computing system and to the selected external contact 
directory, the electronic request identifying the selected supplier (Schwarzhoff: figure 3, 
and column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 36); 

and in response receiving an electronic response that includes predefined 
required information to create in the internal contract directory for a contract entry for 
the selected supplier (Schwarzhoff: figure 3, and column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 36 
disclosing the distinguished names of trading partners including common name, 
organization unit, organization name); 

creating, using the information from the electronic response, a new contact entry 
in the internal contact directory, the new contact entry for the selected supplier 
(Schwarzhoff: figure 3, and column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 36 disclosing trading 
partners as contacts); and 

assigning the selected supplier as a source of supply in the electronic purchasing 
process (Schwarzhoff: column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 36 disclosing facilitating 
transactions between trading partners). 
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Referring to claim 3. The combination of Schwarzhoff and Nichols further 
discloses a method wherein said creating of the new contact entry comprises mapping 
parsed information from the electronic response into fields according to a partner 
interface protocol (Schwarzhoff: figure 3, and column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 36). 

Referring to claims 4-5. The combination of Schwarzhoff and Nichols further 
discloses a method of sending information received from selected external contract 
directories comprising html or xml pages (Schwarzhoff: abstract and column 4, lines 16- 
39). 

Referring to claims 6-8. The combination of Schwarzhoff and Nichols further 
discloses a method wherein comprising: 

• The electronic purchasing process requires a supplier contact (Schwarzhoff: 
abstract and figure 1 ). 

• Completing the electronic purchasing process with the new contact entry 
(Schwarzhoff: abstract disclosing conducting commercial transactions). 

• Generating a purchase order using the new contact entry (Schwarzhoff: figure 2); 
Referring to claims 15, 17-22, 29, and 31-36. Claims 15, 17-22, 29, and 31-36 

are rejected under the same rationale set forth above as the combination of 
Schwarzhoff and Nichols discloses systems and mediums for enabling the method 
claims 1-3 and 6-8. 



Application/Control Number: 10/676,378 Page 7 

Art Unit: 3625 

Claims 9-14, 23-28, and 37-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Schwarzhoff and Nichols in view of Stone 
(US 2002/0107889). 

Referring to claims 9-14, 23-28, and 37-42. The combination of Schwarzhoff and 
Nichols discloses all of the above as noted above but does not expressly disclose 
flagging documents while determining authority. Stone discloses a method comprising: 

• Determining whether a user who initiated and is controlling the electronic 
purchasing process has authority to approve the new contact entry (Stone: 
abstract and paragraph 49). 

• Flagging the new contact entry as incomplete in response to determining the 
user does not have said authority (Stone: paragraphs 34 and 45-49). The 
examiner notes that Stone discloses directing reports to persons who have the 
proper authority. 

• Generating a purchasing document with said new contact entry and flagging the 
purchase document as on hold (Stone: figure 1 and paragraph 54). The 
purchase document would be on hold till the proper person with authority 
authorizes the order. 

• Determining an authorized approver for the new contact entry (Stone: abstract 
and paragraph 49). 

• Generating an approval workflow item for the authorized approver (Stone: figure 
3 and paragraph 52). 
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• Deleting the new contact entry from the internal directory in response to the 
authorized approver not approving the new contact entry (Stone: paragraphs 34 
and 46). Stone discloses flagging non-removable attributes, inherently Stone 
would allow authorized approvers (such as the head of purchasing in paragraph 
54) to delete removable entries. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to have modified the combination of Schwarzhoff and Nichols to 
have included flagging documents while determining authority, as taught by Stone, in 
order to determine access authorization and routing information for data transmitted 
from partners (Stone: paragraphs 23 and 29). Claims 23-28 and 37-42 are rejected 
under the same rationale set forth above. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed July 2, 2009 with respect to the above claims have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant argues that Schwarzhoff does not disclose "establishing electronic 
communication, by the purchasing computing system..." as recited in claim 1 . The 
examiner disagrees as Schwarzhoff discloses buyer and seller sites connected to 
transaction and directory servers for determining trading partners (see at least figure 1). 
Applicant further argues that Schwarzhoff does not disclose receiving a user selection 
of a supplier in an external directory and creating a new entry in an internal directory. 
The examiner disagrees as Schwarzhoff discloses trading partners (e.g. users) 
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operating servers and exchanging electronic documents (e.g. partner information) when 
engaged in a transaction. Trading partners must inherently select the other business in 
order to be engaged in a transaction. 

Independent claims 1,15, and 29 as well as their respective dependents are 
rejected under this rationale. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure is cited on the PTO-892 form: Beisty and Clark. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JASON B. DUNHAM whose telephone number is 
(571 )272-81 09. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Smith can be reached on 571-272-6763. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 

Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 

published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 

Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 

Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 

USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 

system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jason B Dunham/ 9/4/09 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3625 



